
DIRECTORS’ MEETING
 MONDAY, DECEMBER 5, 2005 - 11:00 A.M.

CONFERENCE ROOM 113

I. MAYOR 

*1. NEWS RELEASE - RE: Pedestrian Bridge Named In Honor Of Bereuter -
(See Release) 

*2. NEWS RELEASE - RE: Mayor Presents October Award Of Excellence -
(See Release) 

*3. NEWS ADVISORY - RE: Mayor Coleen Seng will have a news conference
at 2:30 p.m., November 16th - The Mayor will accept a grant from EPA
officials to be used in assessing the need for environmental cleanup at the
48th & “O” Street redevelopment area -(See Advisory)     

*4. NEWS RELEASE - RE: City’s Snow Removal Fund at $4 Million-Changes
made in residential parking ban procedure -(See Release) 

*5. NEWS ADVISORY - RE: Snow Operation Reports -(See Advisory) 

*6. NEWS RELEASE - RE: Seng Accepts EPA Grant To Help With 48th &
“O” Redevelopment -(See Release)     

*7. NEWS ADVISORY - RE: Mayor Coleen Seng & representatives of the
Star City Holiday Festival will discuss this year’s December 3rd parade at a
news conference at 10:00 a.m., 11/17/05 -(See Advisory)  

*8. Washington Report - November 10, 2005. 

         **9.  NEWS RELEASE - RE: Mayor Announces Plans For Star City Holiday
Parade -(See Release)

       **10. NEWS ADVISORY - RE: Mayor Seng’s Public Schedule Week of
November 19 through 25, 2005-Schedule subject to change -(See Advisory)
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       **11. NEWS ADVISORY - RE: Mayor Coleen Seng, City Parks and Rec
Officials and Nebraska Game and Parks Commission Representative at a
news conference - dedicating playground equipment at Mahoney Park at
9:30 a.m., 11/22/05 - (See Advisory)  

       **12. NEWS RELEASE - RE: Mayor Dedicates New Mahoney Park Playground
Area -(See Release) 

       **13. NEWS ADVISORY - RE: Mayor Coleen Seng will be joined by officials
from the City Public Works & Utilities Dept. at a ribbon-cutting ceremony
at 11:00 a.m., 11/23/05 - will mark the re-opening of 84th Street to through
traffic -(See Advisory)   

       **14. Response Letter from Mayor Coleen Seng to Sue Quambusch, Chair, Parks
& Recreation Advisory Board - RE: Co-location of Facilities with New
Schools -(See Letter)    

       **15. NEWS RELEASE - RE: 84TH Street Is Open - Four-lane arterial street now
connects Hwy 6 & Hwy 2 - (See Release)    

      **16. NEWS RELEASE - RE: Mayor Seng’s Thanksgiving Message - (See
Release) 

      **17. NEWS ADVISORY - RE: Mayor Seng’s Public Schedule Week of
November 26 through December 2, 2005-Schedule subject to change -
(See Advisory)   

      **18. Washington Report - November 18, 2005. 

          19. NEWS ADVISORY - RE: The media are invited to cover two events on
Mayor Coleen Seng’s schedule for Dec. 1st - 1.)  At 10:00 a.m. & 2.) At
Noon - (See Advisory) 

20. NEWS RELEASE - RE: Separation Of Grass And Leaves Ends 
December 1 -(See Release) 

21. Letter from Mayor Coleen Seng to Nancy Armstrong Johnson - RE: Your
letter about your family’s furniture store at the corner of 48th & R Streets -
(See Letter) 
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22. City of Lincoln - Snow/Traffic Condition Report - 12/01/05 - 10:00 a.m. -
(See Release)

     
II. DIRECTORS 

COUNTY COMMISSIONERS

         **1. Letter from the County Commissioners - RE: The ‘K’ Street Complex -(See
Letter)     

FINANCE/CITY TREASURER  

 1. Monthly City Cash Report & Pledged Collateral Statement for October 
2005 - (See Report)

HEALTH 

         **1. Physician Advisory from Bruce Dart - RE: Influenza Update - (See
Advisory) 

PLANNING 

*1. E-Mail communication from Nebraska Association of Private Resources
sent to Council Office by Jean Walker - RE: Zoning and Fair Housing -
(Council received this E-Mail on 11/14/05)(See E-Mail)

*2. E-Mail from Dan Allison, President, Development Services of Nebraska
Governing Board sent to Council Office by Jean Walker - RE: Reasonable
accommodations for group homes -(See E-Mail)  

         
         **3. Memo from Marvin Krout - RE: Large Retail Buildings and Neighborhood

Centers - (See Memo)

PLANNING COMMISSION FINAL ACTION .... 

*1. Preliminary Plat No. 05016 - Apple’s Way (South 66th Street and Highway
2) Resolution No. PC-00960.
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*2. Special Permit No. 05049 (Southwest of the intersection of South 56th Street
and N Street) Resolution No. PC-00963.

*3. Preliminary Plat No. 05014 - Hamann Meadows (Northwest of South 76th

Street and Pioneers Blvd.) Resolution No. PC-00962. 

*4. Special Permit No. 1583B (South 17th & Garfield Streets - Parking Lot)
Resolution No. PC-00961. 

         **5. Preliminary Plat #05015-Harrison Heights Addition (91st & Leighton
Avenue) Resolution No. PC-00964. 

  6. Special Permit #05055 (Russ’s B&R, 1709 Washington Street) Resolution
No. PC-00968.

  7. Special Permit #05053 (311 N. 8th Street) Resolution No. PC-00966. 

  8. Special Permit #05054, Rambling Rose Acres Community Unit Plan
(Southwest of Hwy 77 (S. 12th Street) and Bennet Road) Resolution No.
PC-00967. 

  9. Special Permit #1790A, an amendment to the Longview 1st Addition
Community Unit Plan (SW 40th Street & West Van Dorn Street) Resolution
No. PC-00965. 

10. Comprehensive Plan Conformance #05014 (Stone Bridge Creek
Conservation Easement-Southwest corner of N. 14th Street & Humphrey
Avenue and on the southwest corner of N. 27th Street and Arbor Road)
Resolution No. PC-00969.

PUBLIC WORKS & UTILITIES 

1. Response Material from Margaret Remmenga to Jon Camp’s e-mail - RE:
Water & Wastewater Rates -(See Material)   

STARTRAN 

*1. E-Mail Information from Scott Tharnish requested by Council Member Dan
Marvin - RE: StarTran Ridership - (See E-Mail)   
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URBAN DEVELOPMENT/REAL ESTATE DIVISION

1. Memo from Clinton W. Thomas - RE: Street & Alley Vacation #05011 -
East 7 feet of North 23rd Street, U Street to Vine Street -(See Memo) 

WOMEN’S COMMISSION 

*1. NEWS RELEASE - RE: Women’s Commission Seeks Board Appointments
- Lincoln/Lancaster Women’s Commission has two vacancies on Advisory
Board -(See Release)  

  
III. CITY CLERK 

IV. COUNCIL

 A. COUNCIL REQUESTS/CORRESPONDENCE 

ROBIN ESCHLIMAN 

1. Request to Lynn Johnson, Parks & Recreation Director - RE: Center lanes
being painted on bike trails (RFI#2 - 11/09/05)

PATTE NEWMAN 

1. Request to Marc Wullschleger & Wynn Hjermstad, Urban Development/
Marvin Krout & Ed Zimmer, Planning Department - RE: Triplets-serious
concerns over the future of Whittier School (RFI#37 - 11/23/05)   

KEN SVOBODA 

1. Letter from Boyd D. Andrew, BNSF Railway Company to Ken Svoboda -
RE: Letter in reference to an email received from Katherine Troidl, dated
11/6/05, concerning an increase in train movement through Lincoln -(See
Letter)       
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V. MISCELLANEOUS -

*1. Faxed MEDIA RELEASE from Lori Seibel, Executive Director,
Community Health Endowment of Lincoln - RE: Medicare Part D Forums -
Additional Medicare Forum Scheduled Due to High Demand -(See Release) 

*2. E-Mail from Curt Thege - RE: Wal-Mart -(See E-Mail) 

*3. E-Mail from Rick Goodman - RE: Prairie Home Development & Wal-Mart
- (See E-Mail) 

*4. E-Mail from Marilyn Tabor - RE: Wal-Mart -(See E-Mail) 

*5. Letter from Margaret Bartle - RE: Saw the film “Wal-Mart, the High Cost
of Low Price” and my doubts about the value of this business have been
confirmed -(See Letter)  

         **6. E-Mail from Russell Miller - RE: Stormwater planning -Salt Creek levees -
(See E-Mail) 

         **7. Letter from Larry Reznicek - RE: Opposed to Wal-Mart - (See Letter)

         **8. Material from Jane Raybould - RE: Wal-Mart Impact on Health Insurance
and Police Departments (Council copies of Material placed in file folders
on 11/21/05) (See Material)

         **9. Letter & Material from Peter W. Katt, Pierson/Fitchett Law Firm - RE:
Prairie Village North-Annexation Agreement & Change of Zone -Wal-Mart
-(See Material)   

       **10. E-Mail from Wendy Weiss - RE: Wal-Mart in Lincoln -(See E-Mail) 

       **11. E-Mail from Bonnie Filipi - RE: Wal-Mart in Lincoln -(See E-Mail)

       **12. E-Mail from Sue Cover, Havelock Furniture & Tam Spence, Vickeridge -
RE: Wal-Mart - (See E-Mail)  

13. E-Mail from Teresa Mulkey Predmore - RE: Vote Yes to a new Wal-Mart -
(See E-Mail) 
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14. E-Mail from Doug Cunningham, Director, Hometown Merchants
Association - RE: Hometown Merchants Association - Annexation of land
at 84th & Adams Street -(See E-Mail) 

15. E-Mail from Jon & Chris Richard - RE: In Support of N. 84th Wal-Mart -
(See E-Mail) 

16. E-Mail from Rick Goodman, Ph.D. - RE: The Nov. 28th Council Meeting -
Prairie Home development - (See E-Mail)    

17. E-Mail from Maribeth Milner - RE: Follow up questions/comments about
the Wal-Mart proposal -(See E-Mail) 

18. E-Mail from Citizen - RE: Wal-Mart - (See E-Mail) 

19. E-Mail from Ted Scott - RE: Concerning the proposed development at 84th

& Adams - (See E-Mail) 

20. E-Mail from Roger Yant - RE: Wal-Mart - (See E-Mail)

21. E-Mail from David Oenbring - RE: K Street Property -(See E-Mail) 

22. E-Mail from Bob Hampton - RE: Target store -(See E-Mail) 

23. Letter from Steve Pella, Aquila - RE: Aquila is concerned about the impact
of high energy prices on customers and has been working to mitigate the
impact on our customers -(See Letter)  

24. E-Mail & Maps from Todd Wicken - RE: N. 84th & Adams -(See Material)   
 

  

VI.  ADJOURNMENT                 

*HELD OVER FROM NOVEMBER 21, 2005.
**HELD OVER FROM NOVEMBER 28, 2005. 

da120505/tjg
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MAYORCOLEENJ.SENG lincoln.ne.gov

OFFICE OF THE MAYOR
555 South 10th Street, Lincoln, NE 68508, 441-7511, fax 441-7120

DATE: November 30, 2005
FOR MORE INFORMATION: Diane Gonzolas, Citizen Information Center, 44 7831

The media are invited to cover two events on Mayor Coleen J. Seng's schedule for
Thursday, December 1:

At 1.0 a.m., the Mayor will have a news conference to break ground for the
first City sewer trunk line project in the Stevens Creek Watershed. This
will occur just south of the Northeast Water Treatment Facility, 7000 North
70th Street. Turn east off 70th Street, and when the road curves north,
continue east on the dirt path to the news conference site. We will be
outside in a field, so media are encouraged to dress warmly.

At noon, the Mayor will accept the deed from the Lincoln Parks and
Recreation Foundation for 230 acres of prairie n~ar Pioneers Park. This will
occur at a meeting of the Mayor's Environmental Advisory Committee in
the Mayor's Conference Room, 555 South 10th Street.

"' ~ A'1j~ ,'!:\.;~ DVI SORY" y"/.

CITY OF LINCOLN
NEBRASKA"



~
MAYOR COlEEN J. SENG

CITY OF LINCOLN
NEBRASKA

lincoln.ne.gov

PUBLIC WORKS AND UTILITIES DEPARTMENT
Recycling Office, 2400 Theresa Street, Lincoln, NE 68521, 441-7043

FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE: November 30, 2005
FOR MORE INFORMATION: Gene Hanlon, Recycling Coordinator, 441-7043

Steve Hatten, Lincoln Solid Waste Management, 475-8630

SEPARATION OF GRASS AND LEAVES ENDS DECEMBER 1

Beginning Thursday, December 1, Lincoln and Lancaster County residents no longer need to
separate grass and leaves from their household trash.

The Nebraska Integrated Solid Waste Management Act requires that grass and leaves be
separated from household trash from April! through November 30 of each year. During these
months, the grass and leaves are diverted to the City's compost facility, and local waste haulers
charge a separate fee for the yard waste collection.

Residents can place their grass and leaves with their household trash from December 1 through
March 31, however additional fees may be charged for their regular waste collection based onvolume and weight of the leaves and grass collected. '
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CITY OF LINCOLN
SNOW/TRAFFIC CONDITION REPORT

A COMPLETE VOICE REPORT IS AVAILABLE AT 441-7783. THIS NUMBER IS
FOR NEWS MEDIA USE ONLY.

For more information:
Public Works Snow Center -- 441-7644
Citizen Information Center -- 441-7831

Date: Thursday, December 1, 2005
Time: 10 a.m.

City street crews engaged in a material-spreading operation on the major arterial routes, snow
emergency routes and bus routes throughout Lincoln during the overnight hours. Nineteen
material-spreading vehicles were out at 4 a.m. working on the major arterials in an attempt to
help make the potentially hazardous driving conditions manageable for motorists who must
travel this morning.

LPD advises individuals to drive with caution this morning. LPD reported 86 accidents
yesterday, with a majority occurring past 3 p.m. Twelve accidents have occurred since midnight
today, with 7 of those happening past 9 a.m., so hazardous driving conditions continue to be a
concern. Motorists are urged to respect the inclement driving conditions by allowing more time
to reach their destination and allowing the proper distance between their car and other vehicles.

StarTran reports that many of its buses are running about 10 minutes behind schedule.

Residents are reminded that sidewalks are to be cleared by 9 a.m. following an overnight
snowfall. There are no parking bans in effect at this time.

Please stay informed on traffic conditions and the status of snow operations in Lincoln.
Additional information is available on pages 40 and 41 in the blue pages of your Al1tel phone
directory. If you have questions, you may call the Public Works Snow Center at 441-7644.
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User Fees_Service Charges_Water MER.wpd November 2005

WATER USER FEES / SERVICE CHARGES

Date of Increase
Schedule A

(Residential customers
per H.C.F.)

Schedule B
(Non-residential

customers using less than
12,000,000 c.f. the

previous calendar year.)

Schedule C
(Non-res. customers

using more than
12,000,000 c.f. the
previous calendar

year.)

Residential
Service
Charge

Percentage of
Increase in
Revenue

1st 8
H.C.F

Next 15
H.C.F.

All
additional

usage

1st 80
H.C.F.

All
additional

water

11-15-99 .90 1.11 1.55 .90 1.11 .75 2.00/mo.1

11-15-00 .90 1.11 1.55 .90 1.11 .75 2.00/mo.

11-15-01 .90 1.11 1.55 .90 1.11 .75 2.00/mo.

5-28-02 .79 1.09 1.45 .79 1.09 Base usage schedule2

.745/.78/.82/.87
2.95/mo.3 No increase –

adjustment
between usage
fee and service
charges.

11-15-02 .86 1.17 1.64 .86 1.17 Base usage schedule
.80/.84/.88/.93

2.95/mo. 7%

11-15-03 .88 1.21 1.75 .88 1.21 .82/.865/.905/.955 2.95/mo. 3%

11-15-04 .93 1.28 1.89 .93 1.28 .87/.91/.95/1.00 2.95/mo. 5%

11-15-05 .995 1.38 2.10 .995 1.38 .935/.975/1.015/1.065 2.95/mo. 7%

  1 See Attachment ‘A’ for Service Fee schedule.
  2 See Attachment ‘B’ for High User base usage schedule.
  3 See Attachment ‘C’ for Service Fee schedule.









User Fees_Service Charges_Wastewater MER.wpd November 2005

WASTEWATER USER FEES / SERVICE CHARGES

Date of
Increase

Residential & Commercial
User fee per H.C.F.

Residential
Service Charge

Percentage of
Increase in Revenue

11-15-99 .955 2.00/mo.1

11-15-00 .955 2.00/mo.1

11-15-01 .955 2.00/mo.1

5-28-02 1.035 1.31/mo.2 No increase –
adjustments between
usage fees & service
charges.

11-15-02 1.035 1.31/mo.2

11-15-03 112.0 1.31/mo.2 7%

11-15-04 120.5 1.31/mo.2 7%

11-15-05 132.5 1.31/mo.2 9%

  1 See Attachment ‘A’ for Service Fee schedules.
  2 See Attachment ‘B’ for Service Fee schedules.











Tammy J Grammer/Notes

11/30/2005 08:04 AM

To "Teresa Mulkey-Predmore" <tmpredmore@neb.rr.com>

cc

bcc

Subject Re: Vote Yes to a new WalMart

Dear Teresa Mulkey-Predmore:  Your message has been received in the Council Office and will be 
forwarded to the Council Members for their consideration.  Thank you for your input on this issue. 

Tammy J. Grammer
City Council Office
555 South 10th Street
Lincoln, NE  68508
Phone:  402-441-6867
Fax:        402-441-6533
e-mail:   tgrammer@lincoln.ne.gov
   

"Teresa Mulkey-Predmore" <tmpredmore@neb.rr.com>

"Teresa Mulkey-Predmore" 
<tmpredmore@neb.rr.com> 

11/29/2005 01:02 PM

To <Council@lincoln.ne.gov>

cc

Subject Vote Yes to a new WalMart

I live near 80th & Holdrege and would very much  like to see the new Wal Mart approved for Northeast Lincoln.  
We have a  Shop Ko near 66th & O, a Target on North 48th and Kohl's on 84th Street and  that is it for our 
shopping.  There are no grocery stores close to our  residential area.  We do have a Walgreen's and a few fast food 
places -  which are nice.  Our family would really like to see a Super Wal Mart be  approved and added to our 
neighborhood.
 
Thanks for your time,
 
Teresa Mulkey Predmore
7933 Yellow Knife Dr.
Lincoln, NE 68505



Tammy J Grammer/Notes

11/30/2005 08:25 AM

To "Doug Cunningham" <hma@nebgrocery.com>

cc

bcc

Subject Re: Hometown Merchants Association

Dear Doug Cunningham:  Your message has been received in the Council Office and will be forwarded to 
the Council Members.  Thank you for your input on this issue.

Tammy J. Grammer
City Council Office
555 South 10th Street
Lincoln, NE  68508
Phone:  402-441-6867
Fax:        402-441-6533
e-mail:   tgrammer@lincoln.ne.gov
 

"Doug Cunningham" <hma@nebgrocery.com>

"Doug Cunningham" 
<hma@nebgrocery.com> 

11/29/2005 05:14 PM

To <council@lincoln.ne.gov>

cc <mayor@lincoln.ne.gov>

Subject Hometown Merchants Association

Honorable Members of the Lincoln City Council:
 

I got home from Mayo Clinic last evening at 10:15 and  when I turned the TV on you were still taking testimony in 
regard to annexation  of land located at 84th & Adams Streets. I guess some would  say I lead a boring life, as I 
watched your deliberations until  12:30.
 

I wanted to address the contribution question asked  by Councilman Camp of the Wal-Mart manager. This was 
being discussed when I  initially tuned in, so perhaps I didn’t hear the question correctly. Even  though Wal-Mart 
appears to give in big dollars, the dollars given are an  indication of their size, not their benevolent nature. I have 
attached a report  showing the major U.S. contributors. Target stores give 2.5 times more than  Wal-Mart as a 
percent of income. I apologize as the latest stats I have are from  2002.
 

In Nebraska City A Wal-Mart spokesman told a  public gathering that Wal-Mart would donate between $40,000 and 
$50,000 per year  in Nebraska City. Most people were in awe of the amount of the contribution.  However, to put 
this in perspective, one grocery store in Nebraska  City, that is in danger of being forced out of business, donates 
$100,000  annually. This is a net loss of 1/2 of the annual contributions if only this  grocery store were to close. My 
concern is the overall result when everything  shakes out and we see the total business closings in Nebraska City. As 
a former  business owner I can tell you that overall, local business owners have a much  greater love of their 
community and dig much deeper into their pockets for local  charities and events.
 



I would like to address the wage issue and the  Wal-Mart employees on assistance programs. I heard one individual 
testify that  she has a great job at Wal-Mart and is self-sufficient. Reviewing the  information that 
Wal-Mart supplies shows this is not the case for most  workers. Wal-Mart indicates that the average nationwide 
range is around $9 per  hour and that 28 to 32 hours per week is a full time job. Doing the math, and  giving them 
the benefit of the doubt, at $10 per hour at 32 hours per week the  annual income is $16,640. Even though Wal-Mart 
offers different insurance plans  it is doubtful that individuals at this wage level can afford to pay an  insurance 
premium so they are forced onto government programs. It seems obvious  to me why Wal-Mart keeps their hourly 
workforce working only 28 to 32 hours a  week. Consider that any other retailer paying the same wage with a 40 
hour a  week workforce pays $4,160 per year more in wages and consequently has a bigger  percent of their workers 
on their health insurance programs. I don't contend  that the lower-end jobs in Wal-Mart are much different than 
low-end jobs at  other retailers. The difference is that when other businesses are driven out of  business not only are 
the low-end jobs lost, but the mid-manager and manager  jobs are lost as well. The business owners are then forced 
into low-end jobs  along with their former employees. Because of Wal-Mart’s business model a larger  percentage 
of the new jobs created are on the lower scale. I know an individual  from my hometown who is a department 
manager at a Wall-Mart supercenter in  Norfolk. She mentioned to me that her wages are around $13,000 per year. I 
have  a son who 3 years ago worked as a department manager for a supermarket here in  Lincoln after he got out of 
college. His salary and bonus that year totaled  over$ 30,000 per year. My point is, what happens when you replace 
the $30,000  per year jobs and with the $13,000 per year jobs? Is this good for the overall  well being of Lincoln 
and its citizens?
 

I have heard that no stores will go out of business  if they find a niche and treat the customer as they should.  I agree  
that this needs to happen and should be done regardless of the competition.  However when you are competing with 
a store that does between $1 - $2 million a  week in sales and who has the resources to fight with price until those  
sales goals are achieved, it is very difficult to compete because it is not a  level playing field. Consider the retail 
landscape in Lincoln when Wal-Mart  reaches their goal of 5 supercenters surrounding our community.
 

I have heard over and over again that this is free  enterprise and there is nothing we can or even should do . My 
contention is that  this has far surpassed the American ideal of free and fair enterprise.  What is happening in 
Lincoln, and the rest of this country will have major  implications on the direction of the U.S. economy and the 
American workforce.  
 

Zoning laws should take into consideration the  economic well being of the community in general. Rapid expansion 
of Wal-Mart  will result in future negative impacts in our community. I understand this is a  tough issue for you, but 
I hope that you will consider the long term  implications of your decision for the overall well being of Lincoln and 
have the  strength and courage to say we have had enough.

 

Doug Cunningham
Director
Hometown Merchants Association
5533 South  27 Street, Suite 104
Phone: 402-423-6284
Cell: 402-360-3775
Fax:  402-423-8686

 - hmacorporatetopgiver.doc



Donations 
America's Top Corporate Givers 
Ari Weinberg, 10.23.03, 12:00 PM ET 

Every year, corporations donate millions of dollars in products and employee time. No 
matter how generous, the real vale of these donations is debatable. Even in the nonprofit 
world, cash is king. 

To draw up our list of America's largest corporate givers, we looked at the top Forbes 
500s firms by sales and their cash donations for 2002. Data on cash contributions was 
provided by The Chronicle of Philanthropy. 

Calculating total donations, like most accounting, is hardly an exact science. Cash giving 
can include grants made by a company foundation, contributions made by the company 
to the foundation and matches of employee gifts. 

Most companies budget their gifts on the previous year's income. Still, that figure can be 
marred by unusual items, one-time gains and tax breaks. To determine what percent of 
their earnings firms were donating, we looked at 2002 cash giving as a percentage of 
2001 operating income, essentially cash earnings before interest, taxes, depreciation and 
amortization. 

Click here for the most generous companies by percent. 

America's Largest 
Corporate Cash Givers

Company 
2002 Total 
Cash Giving 
($mil) 

% Chan
ge From 
2001 

2001 
Operating 
Income ($mil) 

2002 Cash Donations 
(as a % of 2001 
income) 

Wal-Mart Stores (nyse: 
WMT - news - people ) $136 17% $13,354 1.02% 

Altria Group (nyse: MO 
- news - people ) 113 -7 8,765 1.29 

Ford Motor (nyse: F - 
news - people ) 113 -18 6,432 1.76 

Exxon Mobil (nyse: 
XOM - news - people ) 97 -19 29,602 0.33 

Target (nyse: TGT - 
news - people ) 96 10 3,759 2.56 

J.P. Morgan Chase 
(nyse: JPM - news - 
people ) 

93 0 7,740 1.21 

Johnson & Johnson 
(nyse: JNJ - news - 
people ) 

84 7 8,698 0.97 

Wells Fargo (nyse: WFC 
- news - people ) 82 24 11,969 0.69 

Bank of America (nyse:



Tammy J Grammer/Notes

11/30/2005 08:29 AM

To Jon Richard <jonrichard@mac.com>

cc

bcc

Subject Re: In Support of N. 84th Wal-Mart

Dear Jon & Chris Richard:  Your message has been received in the Council Office and will be forwarded 
to the Council Members for their consideration.  Thank you for your input on this issue. 

Tammy J. Grammer
City Council Office
555 South 10th Street
Lincoln, NE  68508
Phone:  402-441-6867
Fax:        402-441-6533
e-mail:   tgrammer@lincoln.ne.gov

Jon Richard <jonrichard@mac.com>

Jon Richard 
<jonrichard@mac.com> 

11/29/2005 09:39 PM

To council@lincoln.ne.gov

cc

Subject In Support of N. 84th Wal-Mart

Our names are Jon & Chris Richard. We built a home in Regent Heights
in 1991 and we're tired of waiting for the existing grocers in
Lincoln to build.

We support the proposed Prairie Village North development including
the Wal-Mart store.

We've had good experience with the existing N. 27th Wal-Mart. They
donated food for a Lincoln Northeast High School girls sports team we
worked with.  We also asked Hy-Vee and Russ's, but  both turned us down.

People are free to avoid shopping or working at Wal-Mart.  Most of
the arguments against them also apply to Home Depot or Lowes, but
there hasn't been a public outcry against them.

Please approve the Prairie Village North development as proposed.

Thanks.



Tammy J Grammer/Notes

11/30/2005 08:31 AM

To Richard E Goodman <rgoodman2@unlnotes.unl.edu>

cc

bcc

Subject Re: Meeting 28 November

Dear Rick Goodman:  Your message has been received in the Council Office and will be forwarded to the 
Council Members.  Thank you for your input on this issue. 

Tammy J. Grammer
City Council Office
555 South 10th Street
Lincoln, NE  68508
Phone:  402-441-6867
Fax:        402-441-6533
e-mail:   tgrammer@lincoln.ne.gov
 

Richard E Goodman <rgoodman2@unlnotes.unl.edu>

Richard E Goodman 
<rgoodman2@unlnotes.unl.ed
u> 

11/29/2005 10:19 PM

To Council@lincoln.ne.gov

cc

Subject Meeting 28 November

Dear Council members, 

Thank you for the time and patience you showed in hearing the public positions on the Prairie Home development 
last night.  I was exhausted and left about 1:10 AM.  You were still going.  That is amazing. 

I really appreciate the explanation at the end by Jonathan Cook, explaining that the process is not over, that you 
were doing the house-keeping tasks on the amendments and language.  That was not clear as you moved through the 
motion and voting process.  For those like me, who do not necessarily follow your rules, the process can be 
confusing. 

It does seem that the planning and development process is not fully coordinated in Lincoln between the Planning 
Commission, Traffice and Public Works, Lancaster County and the city, especially over time.   However, that is 
always a challenge, and it is undoubtedly not as bad as many communities. 

Clearly it is a challenge to find the right balance between development and control.  I look forward to seeing the 
decision that will come out in 2 weeks.

Regards, 

Rick 

Richard E. Goodman, Ph.D.



University of Nebraska - Lincoln
Professor - Food Science & Technology
Food Allergy Research & Resource Program
143 Food Industry Complex
Lincoln, NE 68583-0955

TEL:  +1 (402) 472-0452
FAX: +1  (402) 472-1693
e-mail: rgoodman2@unl.edu
Cell: (402) 417-5549 



Tammy J Grammer/Notes

11/30/2005 08:35 AM

To Maribeth Milner <mmilner@inebraska.com>

cc

bcc

Subject Re: Follow up questions / comments about the Wal-Mart 
proposal

Dear Maribeth Milner:  Your message has been received in the Council Office and will be forwarded to the 
Council Members.  Thank you for your input on this issue.  

Tammy J. Grammer
City Council Office
555 South 10th Street
Lincoln, NE  68508
Phone:  402-441-6867
Fax:        402-441-6533
e-mail:   tgrammer@lincoln.ne.gov

Maribeth Milner <mmilner@inebraska.com>

Maribeth Milner 
<mmilner@inebraska.com> 

11/30/2005 07:51 AM

To council@lincoln.ne.gov

cc mayor@lincoln.ne.gov

Subject Follow up questions / comments about the Wal-Mart proposal

Council Members,

I appreciated your professional demeanor in spite of having to meet almost 8 hours.  I'd like to respond to some 
comments made after my testimony.

-High deductibles put Wal-Mart health insurance out of reach for many employees.  The current plan has a $1,000 
(single) / $3,000 (family) deductible.  The proposed (2006) entry level HSA deductible will be $6,000.  For 
reference, the average 2003 salary for the most typical Wal-Mart position was $13,681 (“Is Wal-Mart Too 
Powerful?”, Business Week, 10/6/03) and that of the second most typical position, cashiers, was $11,948 
(“Statistical Analysis of Gender Patterns in Wal-Mart’s Workforce”, Dr. Richard Drogin 2003).

-One of the Wal-Mart employees said she manages Wal-Mart hiring yet she's only an "Associate" (not a manager).  
Senator Cunningham's point exactly.  Low level positions replace high / intermediate level wage positions.  An 
entry level position may pay better (for now) at Wal-Mart (an unlikely scenario when Wal-Mart has a monopoly].  
What are the wages of people doing comparable managerial work?  

-Several labor law suits have been filed against Wal-Mart for such issues as having to work off the clock.  Perhaps I 
misunderstood the comments of one of the Wal-Mart associates, but I'd like to know how other Wal-Mart 
employees feel about volunteering their time.  

-Mr. Krout mixed personal testimony (opinion) with his response to your questions - dismissing much of our 
testimony in the process.  I'd like him to back up his allegations with facts...

Mr. Krout equated Sears with Wal-Mart.  Prove that Sears drove down retail wages or that Sears failed to provide 
adequate health care [and relied upon Medicaid (a product of the '60's) to make up for the short fall - in spite of 



having the ability to pay for that health care].  Show me an empty Sears supercenter shell in a small town.  Prove 
that Sears used sweat shop labor to keep their prices down and that US jobs fled overseas as a result .  Prove to the 
women who testified that they aren't having trouble turning left at specific intersections or that flood control won't 
be a problem.

Mr. Krout took unfair advantage of his staff position.  If he wants to provide personal testimony, let him stand under 
the clock with the rest of us and let others refute his comments.  Presumably Mr. Krout is to serve the council with 
facts and best estimates.  It took far too much work on the part of council members to separate out fact from Mr. 
Krout's opinion - and even then, I'm not convinced that we have all the answers.  As far as Mr. Krout was 
concerned, for example, I'm supposed to believe that you can grow this project and reduce costs without pointing to 
a specific reason for the cost reduction.  The developer later provided a possible answer (i.e. the new estimate didn't 
include the 29% additional soft costs).  Why couldn't Mr. Krout provide that information?  

I'd like to see a complete break out of who is supposed to pay for what on this project.  What will definitely be built 
and define the conditions under which the rest of the project will be built - including the future widening of Adam's 
Street that currently isn't in the proposal but (as I heard it) will need to happen soon.  Please don't hold hearings on 
theoretical proposals in the future (i.e. give us the numbers / details first).

-With respect to the project, I am totally against subsidizing Wal-Mart and it's completely disingenuous for the 
developer to suggest that Wal-Mart isn't the major focus of this project.  His November 7th comments about the 
residential component of this proposal were less than enthusiastic.  If Wal-Mart hadn't stepped up to the plate, this 
proposal wouldn't be before you.  [Didn't someone at the Dec. 7th meeting say just that?]  

I've heard that impact fees are likely to be found unconstitutional.  Based on comments made Monday night, the city 
will carry 100% of the cost for this project if the Court rules against impact fees.  It will NOT be "free".  The 
developer repeated his claim that it's not going to cost anything "to get this project out of the ground" - and that's the 
comment that we hear in the press.  This is an interest free loan and the repayment is contingent upon a court 
ruling.  Either way, the developer / his client is NOT on the hook (other than losing interest on the loan) - but you 
wouldn't guess that from the papers. Please don't play (or allow others to play) word games.

At the very least, I urge you to wait until the court's decision comes down in December before acting on the 
developer's proposal.  And please keep in mind that the US economic forecast is not good.  Our national debt is over 
$8 trillion (a substantial portion of which is owned by Communist China), we have an incredible trade imbalance, 
the US dollar is weak ($1 Canadian = $0.85 US), salaries are stagnant or going down, an increasing portion of the 
tax burden is falling upon the middle and lower classes and many talk about when the housing bubble will burst, not 
whether it will happen.  How will the bursting  of the housing bubble impact Lincoln development?  Not well.  [Out 
of curiosity, has the council considered this scenario?]

Sincerely,

Maribeth Milner
5151 Vine #608
Lincoln, NE     68504

A people that values its privileges above its principles soon loses both.
Dwight D. Eisenhower



Tammy J Grammer/Notes

11/30/2005 09:16 AM

To NEBRBOB4131@aol.com

cc

bcc

Subject Re: WAL MART

Dear Citizen:  Your message has been received in the Council Office and will be forwarded to the Council 
Members.  Thank you for your input on this issue. 

Tammy J. Grammer
City Council Office
555 South 10th Street
Lincoln, NE  68508
Phone:  402-441-6867
Fax:        402-441-6533
e-mail:   tgrammer@lincoln.ne.gov
  

NEBRBOB4131@aol.com

NEBRBOB4131@aol.com 

11/30/2005 09:10 AM To council@lincoln.ne.gov

cc

Subject WAL MART

YOU PEOPLE JUST DON'T SEEM TO CARE WHAT THE PEOPLE WANT.  YOU VOTE 
FOR THE THINGS THE RICH CORP. WANT. YOU DON'T CARE FOR THE SMALL  
PEOPLE  THAT WILL LOSE THERE BUSYNESS. I HOPE COME ELECTION TIME THE 
PEOPLE  REMEMBER THE ONES THAT VOTED FOR WAL MART. YOU PEOPLE JUST 
DO FOR THE RICH AND  SCREW THE THE REST. WHAT WE NEED IS A PEOPLES 
UNION AND WHEN YOU DON;T DO WHAT  WE WANT VOTE YOU OUT OF OFFICE. 
THANK YOU ''



DO NOT REPLY to this - 
InterLinc 
<none@lincoln.ne.gov> 

11/30/2005 09:53 AM

To General Council <council@lincoln.ne.gov>

cc

bcc

Subject InterLinc: Council Feedback

InterLinc: City Council Feedback for
General Council

Name:     Ted Scott
Address:  5316 Patmore Road
City:     Lincoln, NE 68516

Phone:    402-202-2482
Fax:      402-423-2029
Email:    Ted@MailDataPrint.com

Comment or Question:
This letter is addressed to all council members and specifically to Ms. Newman 
and Messrs. Cook and Marvin:

Concerning the proposed development near 84th and Adams. While we all may not 
believe that the rumored tenant [Wal-Mart] is the greatest corporate citizen, 
I believe the same thing can be said about our home town 'star'- Super Saver 
for putting the small guy out of business and changing the grocery landscape 
in our city forever. Times change, capitalism suggest that the strongest 
survives and if people choose not to shop at a Wal-Mart it is their choice. 
This project proposal is not about Wal-Mart, it is about land use and 
following our 'road map', the comprehensive plan. I don't have first hand 
knowledge of the comprehensive plan, however Mr. Krout, your planning director 
quite confidently presented his position that this development fits into the 
scope of the comprehensive plan. Mr. Krout also suggested that the number of 
trips required from the development that is proposed versus a 'neighborhood 
center' are essentially the same if not less so the argument about traffic 
doesn't hold water. This developer is willing to pay the entire cost of this 
development and its effect on the surrounding area - Hello, wake up! these are 
dollars that the city will likely have to come up with should your desire for 
a 'neighborhood center' come to fruition.

I own two small businesses in Lincoln, it would be to my benefit for Wal-Mart 
[and the like] to have never stepped foot into our community. The issue of the 
proposed development isn't about national retailers competing in our economy 
this is about land use, following our road map and capitalizing on development 
opportunities that don't cost the city one cent but rather pay into our 
government so that we can continue to grow and provide economic stimulus. 
Times change and the greatest achievement government can make is to look 
forward and create an environment that provides for the future instead of 
wishing things were the way they used to be.

I strongly suggest you look at the proposed development in terms of how the 
dollars invested in this project and the subsequent payroll, sales and 
property tax dollars will provide a multiplying effect into our local economy 
for many years to come. I hope you will consider supporting the continued 
smart growth of our city and the economic stimulus that a project like this 
can contribute to our city.



Tammy J Grammer/Notes

11/30/2005 10:27 AM

To RogerYant@aol.com

cc

bcc

Subject Re: Wal-Mart

Dear Roger Yant:  Your message has been received in the Council Office and will be forwarded to the 
Council Members.  Thank you for your input on this issue. 

Tammy J. Grammer
City Council Office
555 South 10th Street
Lincoln, NE  68508
Phone:  402-441-6867
Fax:        402-441-6533
e-mail:   tgrammer@lincoln.ne.gov 

RogerYant@aol.com

RogerYant@aol.com 

11/30/2005 10:24 AM To council@ci.lincoln.ne.us, jcamp@lincoln.ne.gov, 
jcook@lincoln.ne.gov, amcroy@lincoln.ne.gov, 
dmarvin@lincoln.ne.gov, ksvoboda@lincoln.ne.gov, 
pnewman@lincoln.ne.gov, reschliman@lincoln.ne.gov

cc

Subject Wal-Mart

I am very disappointed in the four of you who plan on voting for Wal-Mart. Can't you see how 
this is hurting the city? It hurts not only the small businesses, but the city as a whole. Why is it 
you think we need box stores and more apartments on every major intersection? Let's make 
Lincoln a unique and warm city. When will you understand that this Wal-Mart does not add one 
dime of more tax revenue to the city coffers. It just redistributes it from already existing 
businesses. There are four grocery stores within four miles, don't you think people can drive that 
far? Everything in the world does not have to be done for convenience sake, this does not make 
for a better world. When are you, council members going to start thinking for yourself, and not 
those with all the money? And for you three, Marvin, Newman and Cook, who are thinking of 
voting against it, may you be blessed and be not afraid to think outside the box. Logic and 
common sense is what should govern your votes when in office, and what the majority of the 
people want. You four still have time to search your conscience, and do the right thing.   Roger 
Yant



Tammy J Grammer/Notes

12/01/2005 08:13 AM

To Dave O <daoco@yahoo.com>

cc

bcc

Subject Re: K Street Property

Dear David Oenbring:  Your message has been received in the Council Office and will be forwarded to the 
Council Members.  Thank you for your input on this issue. 

Tammy J. Grammer
City Council Office
555 South 10th Street
Lincoln, NE  68508
Phone:  402-441-6867
Fax:        402-441-6533
e-mail:   tgrammer@lincoln.ne.gov 

Dave O <daoco@yahoo.com>

Dave O <daoco@yahoo.com> 

11/30/2005 01:21 PM

To council <council@ci.lincoln.ne.us>

cc

Subject K Street Property

  
Dear Council Members,
I’m writing to express my concern for the manner in which the Mayor is attempting to push the sale of the "K" 
Street property. While I have no qualms about the conversions of said property into residential units and in fact 
believe we are in need of them. I do have serious reservations with the Mayors’ actions and motives. 

The lack of a full and open bidding process is disturbing. 1.
The fact that she hand picked the developers without giving other developers a chance to bid is wrong.2.
The manner in which she invaded the council’s executive session with her entourage is offensive.3.
The simple fact that a building in daily and continuous use by the city happens to be on the "surplus property" 4.
list shouldn’t permit her to circumvent procedures in place to insure proper stewardship of city assets.
I and many other citizens have begun to wonder why she has such a vested interest in seeing this happen 5.
quickly and with as little external oversight as possible. Who stands to benefit and why?
The fact she refuses to allow the council access to the complete appraisal reinforces my suspicion that 6.
something is being concealed.

I would urge extreme caution on your part. The disposition of the old Federal Building is hardly a feather in 
anyone’s cap. This whole thing just doesn’t smell right to me, please don’t repeat the mistakes of the past. Unless 
the mayor can over credible evidence that the "K" Street building contains WMD’s I would urge the council to 
move slowly with through public input.
David Oenbring
Lincoln, NE 68502



Tammy J Grammer/Notes

12/01/2005 08:15 AM

To "Bob Hampton" <bhampton@hamptonlots.com>

cc

bcc

Subject Re: Target store

Dear Bob Hampton:   Your message has been received in the Council Office and will be forwarded to the 
Council Members.  Thank you for your input on this issue. 

Tammy J. Grammer
City Council Office
555 South 10th Street
Lincoln, NE  68508
Phone:  402-441-6867
Fax:        402-441-6533
e-mail:   tgrammer@lincoln.ne.gov 
 

"Bob Hampton" <bhampton@hamptonlots.com>

"Bob Hampton" 
<bhampton@hamptonlots.co
m> 

11/30/2005 02:44 PM

To <council@lincoln.ne.gov>

cc

Subject Target store

 DearLincolnCitycouncil:

I wonder if the land use decision would be an issue if Wall mart was a Supper Target store.

I hope you will support the Prairie Villageproposal.

North east Lincolnneeds the services that will come. In addition to Wall mart.

The city needs more residential lots that this will provide.

The roads can handle this traffic.

Thanks

Bob Hampton

 





Todd Wicken 
<twicken@dor.state.ne.us> 

12/01/2005 11:49 AM

To council@lincoln.ne.gov

cc

bcc

Subject Fw: N 84th and Adams

I have included some plat maps from the Planning Department website.
One is the newly rebuilt Pioneer Blvd and 84th Street intersection.  The
width of ROW is
is written in red.  The other is 84th and Adams.  Note any major difference
in the width
going west on Adams?
Who will pay for the right of way required when this intersection outgrows
the one left turn lane?
There is less intensive development at 84th and Pioneer and the
intersection is larger.
I believe it will be the City paying for removing the first hole and
miniature golf at North Forty.

Doesn't North Lincoln deserve the same safe intersection that South Lincoln
has?
Or do we need to wait until they decide to 6 lane 84th north of 'O' , wait
20 years with
a dangerous intersection before it is completed.

I have also include an attachment showing the proposed right turn lane west
of 70th and Adams.
I am no engineer, but it looks like the City will need extra right of way
to put in a safe sidewalk.

(See attached file: 84th and Pioneer.pdf)(See attached file: 84th and
Adams.pdf) (See attached file: SW cor 70th and Adams.pdf)

Let's keep the development to a TRUE neighborhood center.
Wal Mart just doesn't fit into what I assume the intent of the Comp. Plan
is.

Todd Wicken
2740 North 89th
Lincoln, NE  68507

 - 84th and Pioneer.pdf

 - 84th and Adams.pdf

 - SW cor 70th and Adams.pdf
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